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Dear John: 



has been necessary to keep body „d sou, to^tS- ?o Si *"' ""f 
I?ee nt s"lfan„ " rT" "^ ° f *» ^~S- of P^tTo^T 
on toe pnobe durtoy too reoent autobahn tool £ ts, an ,~" o Til rote 

l^ UL,t '"•,' ti " 2 'trttish proposal. I do not think, i««, t„ot it 
would ue use.ul to insist that the plan not oe ex»,in d or e e to -n™t 

d.n t mind if people want to discuss these thin S s sT long as tZTl'lan 
« to to? d * " " blueprint f ° r *> operation." Tne important tnirTwill ' 
KtllZor ^r" 1 ^ "V^ QUeSti0n Wheth ^ the P^ should of 
t^th* °L.-iin^retaiS,T^Sr:f Sli'cTS? r i ^ T~ 
thinking about Free Style, I am cont'r^l^ tm , r ^4d w -f t T 2™ 

cover the ground between an autobahn'mcld^ and S £1*^"? *"" - 
Phase II. 1 certainly could not guarantee that Free Stvl* would not 
prove useful in this obscure transition stage. 



You nskeci in your letter o; November lb v 
to tho possible use „r a tanK oozer to attemnt 
autouann. Vncro was indeed so.ne consideration 

John C. Ausland, Usquire, 
Berlin Task Force, 

Department of State, 

Washington 25, D.C. 
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think anyone considered that higher level approval would be likely 
We all pretty mu ch agreed that use of a dozer against an APC full of m<>n 
woula oe trici- and probably not worth the risk. Most of us here were 
inclined to bo neve, in any case, tliat once the Soviets had shown them- 
se^^es willing to accept a physical confrontation on the autobalm 
efiective efforts to induce a change in their course of action would 
have to take place elsewhere than on the spot. A fairly major escalation 
on our side, or the threat of it, would be an iinoortant additional 
factor for them to consider, but I do not think another piece of machines 
«a+c.. can be easily clocked by a second piece of machinery would be likely 
to do tnis. r-iore effective, I think, would be the assembly near the 
automata of a t airly sizable armored force containing tank dozers, and 
we had plans fairly well advanced in the November incident to do something 
-LiKe this There are two dangers in minor escalation, of which I know ° 

rathJT+H f TV ° n \ 1S that " Can C ° nVey ^ Session of caution 

rather than of determination. The other is that steos which can be 
easily frustrated give a public image of impotence and gerrrally in- 
effectual struggle. This is not true of the initial effort to nroceed 

pretor-icn"" 1 '"' 1 ' 00 ' " : ' ICh ^ * clean " cut ' z J' nbo1 ^ act without elaborate 



*° u r,ia i' ha c coct! somewhat puzzled, during the recent fl?p, at 
tierlm s recommendation that harmonized procedures be oassed to toe 
Soviets. You may also have wondered at the ease with which the Comman- 
dants reachea agreement on procedure. With respect to the first question, 
it was becoming rapidly clear to us that we stood a good chance of losing 
the war after having won the battle, and that this was in lar-e part due 
to tne feeling in the US and in the West generally tnat our position was 
not entirely sound. -We had seen this operate in the case of advance 
notification. We therefore decided that the disadvanta C es of informing 
the Soviets were less important than the advantages of committing our- 
selves to a particular policy in such a way that it would be difficult to 
depart from it, and that, at the. same time, we would be less inclined 
to wish to depart from it. I hope this will prove to be the effect. 
The most recent instructions from JCS seem to indicate that our only 
restriction on convoy size is the maintenance of a passenger maximum 
per vehicle, co-iting all vehicles in the convoy. As the JCS pointed out, 
-uiis will not moke for mucn change in our practices, and we are there- 
fore content with it. 

With reference to the Commandants' agreement, we were all a little 
surprised ourselves. We rushed off to a midnight meeting (11:30 actually) 
some of us in black tie, without much specific preparation. We recognized 
that the key problem was advance notice since the US and British policies 
were not incompatible on tailgates (given different heights) and the 
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practice and not theory which would cause incident Th* p!fn V ^ 
accepted ?? nVOyS In arc!a ° f P°t«itial disagreement. This was 

coordination 111 S °° d Sh&P ! ge " erall J' so *'«. as tripartite political 

French SeJu?v 1S ;r oncerned - / e «-Cl«ude Winckler has taken over as 

Lu BlS , , iS a **tl addition - % new French counterpart, one 

The British £ * " tUe diff , 1CUlt but ^ies, I think, to be helpful! 

Tne Bntisn are I1Re and «e have developed very good ana close reLtions. 

pass ? W T£ ^srs srsa,^ t kx-^t 

of the Ames T' ^T' "^ f ° r ° Ur VleWS ' At thc e *Press request. 
le ztnttt- \ 'v 3 ar ' dt mGt ° n ° nS occasi °n with the Commandants to discuss 
£ couS if J60t ^ in Pf tlcul ar the handling of the Allied W 
l.e could, of course, have intervened if thines had seemed tn k* • 

S°£ e^SeV*" that ^ SSnat WaS » we a il S d:rthe nexfLl 
?5nSSn «t ? thG - time ^ hCard ab ° Ut ^ would have m ^« such inSr- 

Republic 2rr ly awKward ' ^Itatlon by the Senat with the Federal 
RepuDiic was mucn more substantive and tlmelv It was Quite «„<*«!!+. L + 
the Germans se t about to handle the ^tuZ&toZ™^?^*^™ 
n f h^i' COnSlde ^ acceptable. This is not necessarily a oad tnin* 

noniHTT h WaS tha l lf *" Federal Re P" blic ^ d a £ursf 3 ' 
- -t (^acceptable, we could hardly disapprove on general politl^S 

' ' ' ■= ;?,',„,!' , '' '"''• ' ' ' ;rnmed *° us that the Senat handled the 

M ° n '.' '" ' '' '' " '" was nonetheless a subtle, and 1 think 

" 1, '' 0ri ' ' '' Hl ";tomary relationships among the ■ two 

i 1 i'-is. i;e do not see any particular problem 
UiJs respect but it is quite clear that the 
more to say, and the Allies less, in the local manage- 

^mILT also intrigued by the Soviet-East German handling of the 
;S-£5o??£ n8t US activitleS in East Berlin. Dobrynin's approach to 
trcIdcnfL r"" PS ° n '" what 1 appears to te a completely fabricated 
incident at ChecKpoint Charlie is especially intc-estir-. (it i- , nt 

"th r'Eas?* V° d ° UlJl ° CheCK ^ ° aSis Alleged tram* o ions 
wxtnxn East Berlin; ; ,o we, er, there are a lot of oeople, including German 
polxce, who wuWBW'miy i^ci^ occurr^ at Ihe ^eckno inU in 
addition to f.c c^Uafcior* we.. ,, A 4^ ^-. &*«, ! or, Co.nmunist 

.>?-X , R'.7 n /motivation, 



tit , i:: elci;K'i 
around the no.-.i 
Germans are navim- 
ment of Berlin. 



motivation, I wonder if the Soviets may not have as a purpose the 
cultivation of doubt and distrust in the minds of the Washington leader- 
ship concerning the behavior of US representatives in Berlin. I recall 
that the campaign against the behavior of local Allied military within 
East Berlin began just as the Soviets were alleging that irresponsible 
actions of American officers on the autobahn were to blame for the 
autobahn incident of October 10-12. The Soviets have since then hit 
this theme several times. They may think there is fertile ground in 
which to grow such a crop of distrust, and they may see various 
specified or unspecified advantages for themselves in it. This sounds 
a bit far-fetched but is worth watching as this curious campaign continues. 



Arthur R. Day 
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